Jerry-Ao I to^d you, I have done sone of the tilings I plan about the 'fine s-I iarshal 1-Archive s- 
Government obscenity and I plan more. This is the last one. This also is my clearest carbon, so 
I will want it returned, I sending it to you for your info- tion only, to be kept entirely 
in confidence unless and un._J_ something happens with or thrown it, with copies to Sylvia, HR, 
Paul Hoch and Jim Lesar only, the same restrictions to ap ,ly to them, I tried to use my 311 
machine but is it painful and I fear I have tom one or more stitches loose, I see the dr. tomorro 


1 / 10/72 


Judge Gerhard Gessell 
federal District Court 
Washington, D.C, 

bear Judge Gessell, 

In my Civil Action 2569-70 you awarded a summary judgement to the Government in 
all or in part based upon an affidavit by tho Archivist of the baited states* Dr. James 
iihoads. In the pro-court options I alleged perjurjr to Dr. Rhoads and charged that tho 
government violated its own regulations and the law and used both and tho Kennedy name 
as part of a largo campaign of propaganda, one result of which wan to deny me my rights, 

to deny freedom of information and ac osn to official evidence. 
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When you, the Government and Dr. Rhoads ignored this oiiarge of perjury, which is a 
crime and actionable, because 1 am not a lawyer ana do not wish to Impose any burden upon 

the court, as a layman may without so intending, I pressed this no further, how ver, there 

are recent developments which, in my view, bear directly upon tills and the denial to me of 
ay rights. It is another oontriveu Government campaign of prop: agenda in which for at least 
the seoonu time there was an exclusive "leak" to The hew York Times and one reporter in 
particular, hr. Fred Graham. I believe this again actresses perjury and t^e intend to 
perjure in your court. I enclose a copy of Rr. Graham* 3 story of yesterday. I do not 
propose to ad reos all t.,e falsehood and propaganda in it. However, I think you siiould 
know that thie Btory was fol-.owed by saturation treatment by the electronic media. 

One par&grpah in particular ad. rosaes my allegation of perjury, the denial to mo 
of my rights anti what I regard and hope you will come to regard as an imposition upon 
you and the proems, os of justice. I have marked it in red. It reads: 

"Hr. hat timer was allowed to see other items that have been shown to only few 
persona but have not £sio] been hidden from nongovernment experts. These include the 
i J resiuont , 8 bloody and bullet-punctured clothing, the sole £sic] bullet found after the 
shooting and tho Presidents hack brace." 

You may recall that it is for pictures of this clothing that I sued. Tho -archivist 
swore he was prevented from providing copies under the terms of a so-called letter agree- 
ment that is in evidence in this case, C. A, 2569-70, ac is his affidavit from which I shall 
quote. It may help your understanding to know that Dr. Datlimer is a urologist one that 
tho President* 3 inline, urinary tract and anything related to either was not a concern of 
the President's Commission or any of the evidence and is entirely unrelated to the assassi- 
nation or its investigation. Yet he was given exclusive accoa:. to this withheld evidence 
despite the recorded application of four qualified pathologists, which Dr. Lattimer is not, 
and my own and the very f±±st request, made the first of November 1966, more than five 
years ago, aside from wiiat was at issue in your court* * 

In the affidavit filed in your court. Dr. Rhoads swore to "restrictions on the 
inspection of or access to said clothing" (Paragraph 3)# He then swore (Paragraph 4 ) 
that "in lieu of the originals" and "in order to preaorvo these articles against possible 
damage" they arc to bt; photographed "for purposes of exaui nation", he then swore that 
"I have determined tbit" those qualified "may view photographs of the said articles of 
clothing but may not inspect or exani.no the articles of clotiiings thuaujelvoo." Paragraph 6 


